XVIII, v]          EUSEBIUS AND THE EMPIRE                  64.5
The last part of Eusebius* work belongs to a new period on
which we cannot enter. We may end by observing that in cele-
brating the Tricennalia of Constantine Eusebius glorifies an
Empire which will not become Christian except with the aim of
making the Church subordinate to it. The time is near when at the
councils questions of dogma become questions of politics,, and the
choice of men in the succession (StaSox^ of holy apostles is made
according to the purpose and will of the Government. Further
consideration cannot be given here to the relation of Eusebius'
work to the great theological and political conflicts which
threatened in his time, but this account of Eusebius may be
fittingly closed with this quotation: certainly, the scholarship of
the great disciple of Origen, Eusebius, 'was employed to fashion
the political philosophy of the Byzantine world1/
When the sack of Rome by Alaric shattered the dreams of
Ecclesiastical History, the two halves of the Mediterranean were
already practically isolated from one another and shut up in two
closed vessels, and the shock of the catastrophe reached the East
only as an echo, as can be clearly seen by noticing how little space
is given to the event in the parallel narratives of the three synoptic
historians, Socrates, Sozomen and Theodoret, and, after their
example, in the Tripartite composed by Cassiodorus for the West.
Very soon after the death of Plotinus, his school is found
roughly divided into two spheres of influence almost without
inter-communication, that of lamblichus in the countries which
had long been hellenized, and that of Porphyry in the West which
still remained younger. It is a sign of an incompatibility of
temper, due, no doubt, to a difference in age, which begins to
part the two areas of the world which Rome had hitherto united
under its protection and which the pressure of nationalism was
finally to sunder.
1 N. EL Baynes, * Eusebius and the Christian Empire' in Ann. de Flnst.
de phiL et tFhist. Orient, n, 1934, p. 18.